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i^STEACT . . 

- The Los Angeles Valley College Drag Education Progxray 
vas estal^llshed in 1970 as a^. central coMunity resoarce agency 
specializing in narcotic and drag abase prevention and'educartion. The 
prpgraa inclade^tvo components: a training component (short courses,^ 
seihinarsr speakers J3areaa) and a resource center (library^ 
publications prograa)-,^ Because of declining use of the prograu's 
serTiceSr a qaestionna'tee vas designed and sailed to 574 schools and 
other institutions vhich vere* identified as potential usertf of the 
progran^^ facilities. Of the 105 valid respqnse'iSr 53 or 50,5.^percent . 
had neves ased arny of the available services. Over 60 percent of ^ 
these ,vere not even avare that the services existed. Of those iibo had 
Made use of the services, the greatest nuaber had aade tff the 
speakerS^bareau^ Th^ next aost popular services, in decending order, 
vere t^he fil^m library^^^the newsletters^ publications, the reference ^ 
library, the referral serviced and exhibits. For tlie aost part, 
users* .evaluations of the*service^s vere' in the very good . to good 
range. On ^he basis of these findings, recoiaendatioixs for fature 
operations are aade, prinarily concentrating on advertisement of the 
services, (HHH) " . 
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ABSTRACT ■ . . ' 

Purpose of "ttie needs assefisment and evaluation was twofold to 
detemilne if the communi't^ nefed toT the services, of the Drug 
Education Program ^eater than seemed obvious from utilization 
of the services witmaqu^:tiie last^fiscal year. Also, if ude of the 
services had indeed \de^Ljjied, t!ne evaluation was to determine idiy 
the decline had occtirred. 

A brief history of , the program rrqm its inception in 1 969 throU;^ 
April 1976, is Jjicluded, 




\ / The method of conducting the ne^dls >assesaiteQ,t and evaluation are 
\' detailed along with example^s of the. cover letter, guestioni^re , and 
informational sheet sent ttf the schools and* agencies questioned. The 
geographical area targeted is delineated and ^e method of assessing 
veJ.idi1y of reitponses i^ explained. ^ \ 

, * " • . ^' ^ ' - 

On the basis of the questionnaire replies, it is explained, and the 
measurable validity of the reopbnses, we^ were able to determine the 

^^^^ general, overall success of the Drug Education Program, in ^ich 

areas the program needed strengthening, in ithich afeas the program 
was most e££ective. and what reconunendations we could make to the 
implementing of future, slniilar pro'grtos. 

Questionnaire responses are tal^^ated using tables of statistics 
and explanatory paragraphs. ^ 

Recom&endations for other, similar^W'Ograias are made on the basis 
of the questionnaire response.and rate of return and, the director's 
personal knowledge oif the pr^i^greia. '^Aonng these recommendations are 
the need to determine specific target populations and target geo- 
graphic jireas and to ;!tick to them; the need to reassess the needs 
of the target population, periodically; the need to generate interest 
in the program throu^ periodic bulletins and news releases, and r 
the need to make j^ureMiat interested: ageijipies are aware of the 



program's existehde. 
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Los Angelea Valley Oollese 
" DBUG EDUCATION PBpGBAtt , ^ 

REPORT ON A NEEDS ASSESS)!^ AMD EVALUATION 

- ' ■ ' f- ■ 

. Purpoae W • . 

Sinoe .the Comrnunity Sexvioes bjddget at Los Angelea Valley 
College hae been cut and there is a shortage of funds -for the 
Drug Education Program for the fiscal year i976-77> sone tervioes . ■ 
of the prograa muat be out back, jtt is not feasible, oertainly« 
/^o eliminate, the coordinator or tlije secretary, and therefore, it 
seema best T^om an eoonomio 8tahd]^oint to^liminate the speakers 
bureau oonponent of the program, ^s very^ittle of the aotual budget 
goea toward maintaining either thjs film library or the literature* 

if:.' ■ : - 

If, through a nesda. assessment, we should find that the oom- 

munity need for and use of our serrioes is greater than we hadvantio- 

•■ ■ I • 

ipatM-.^tjbha^jpo^^ of decreaslngi funds, the program may be rein- 
stated* \|^f, howdirer,.we find thisire is no longer a need for the 
servi^ces or '^he need has been drastically reduced, funding will 
remai^ as now Exists, and the program will .be phased out with the 
speakers bureau l^eing terminated 30 June 1976* However, if this is 

the case, we will also oondu^t an evaluation to determine iriiy use of 

-it- 
owe services has declined* 

History 

According to the original goals of this program, the Ndirootios 
Information Resource Center was established as a central oomnunity 
resource agency specialising in problems of narcotics and drug abuse* 




) 
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The Canter Mas designad for use tj all aeabers of the 5an Fernando 
Valley oomaunity with the purpose of helping thpaa who need it and 
educating the general public by acting at a deailnghouae for aU 
inforaation on drug problena. The^San Fernando Valley ooniunity 
was later defined as i Tarioua neea-to-lmow -peraona and agencies, 
i.e.f students, faoulty, parents, couunitylaaders, agenoy personnel 
and others. Financed by the' IiOS Angeles tioBiuunity OolXege District's 
community services funds, the Center's main goal was' twofold: 
training and a resourols center. ^ 
The training segment was too^Qs/st of: 

1. short-term odllege non-oredit courses, 

2* a speakers mrau, 

5* inf oxmal nttotot seminalrs, 

4. family drug seminar series 
\A course for elementary school teachers was offered through U.C.L.A. 
E]Ct,ension Division In the Tall of 1970 and, the spring and fall of 
1971. Despite apparently good tumout at these jnon-credit 
classes, later efforts to reinstitute the classes for nurses and /\ 
teachers were not successfid. The family drug seminar series never 
really developed, despite one successful series held at Kaud Booth 
Family Center in North Hollywood, l&^ausa of reluctance on the part 
of families to openly admit to the problem personally. The student 
seminars also apparently died from lack of interest. IKiese three 
programs were gradually phased out and at .this time only the speakers 
bureau is left as a viable training program; 

The speakers bureau was to ba staffed by former drug users who 



\ , ....... / ' 

wero no longer using drugs* Ihese speakers were to appear as 
requested before ooBounity group«oand In olassroons to relate their 
experiences with and feelings alwut drug usage. The foous of, the 
spealcejcit bureau tends to Taxy depending upon the Interest and exper- 
ilgf' of the speakers and their director. . At the present tlae, the 

enphttifls is on vmlues^ clftrifioation and laazning to de«l with 

.* . ■ ^ 

feeXliigs, rather than on personal experiences «nd Voare" tactics. 
.IniJune 1970, Bruno Clcottl, then coordinator of the Narcotics 

InforMt^on Besouxoe Cente^ ( nase changed to Drug BducatlPn Prograa 

■ ■ . ' ■ 

early. In 1975) stated that the speakers bureau was. *^)ne, of the nost 
successful prograss that we have offered.** - ihe public seened nost 
responsive to this prograa and It was therefore recosnended that 
the speakers bureau be accelerated. 

' The second major component of the prograa, the respurce center, 
was to be developed in tm iways. The first was' the development of 
a library to include films, fl^mstrlps, the best books in the field, 
and pamphlets ,fron a variety of govexninent and private agencies. 
College students were tcbe trained «s operators for tY0 film 
equipment as needed, however. It has been easier to^ simply loan the 
films out and trust to the expertise of the borrowers, although - 
this has not been without Its problems. The second component of 
the resource center was to be the development' of 'fllmstrlps using 
students and closed circuit teltfvlslon^for use by the speakeJEjo 
bureau, trainii^g sessions, and community groups, ' . 

This latter project wlt^ fllmstrlps never developed. However, 



ft Tidsotftpe Oftsera and reootder were purchftaed by the opriter and 
were put into use in 1975 And are presently being utad by the 
di:i^'6tor of the speakers bureau to monitor and reootd speaking 

\ 

engagenents in the olassroow. Thes^ Tldeotape records will be 
iised while the speakers bnlreau oontj,nues to provide, training and 
updating for their speakers. The filas will be available to 
interested individuals or agenoies needed. 

A library of books, filiis, filjastrips, and panphlets and 



an artiole file have been developed 



The book library has dwindled 



soaewhat due to a^ilure to raturnj ' borrowed .materihls, and nany of 
the filas have worn out'. Some are r^plaoed nei^r ooples, others 
are not replaoed if the material 14 no longer relevant. New tlljt^ 
are previewed on an ongoing basis j ;however, nost are either not 
timely or not socially relevant. Zhirohase orjQew films is ^eoon- 
mended when apparent. 

Kfuiy pamphlets and other informational materials are readily 
ETail^ble* and we have many free handouta available as well aa some 
for aale* We also develop ntateriala of our own .from tine to /tine* 
We have a weH-stocked artiole file# 1!he printed iDateriala were 
expanded to include a bl*iDonthly newsletter and a resource list 
whioh ia updated every six months* * , 

' Method 

Although we were able to use two oonsultants froii the Loa 
Angeles\County ^perintendent of Sohools offioe, this' wa^ mainly 
on an Advisoi^bm-s, and the needs assessment and program evalutil^on 
have been doneTfrom^^M^in the Drug Education Program by the direotol^ 
of the speakers bureau. V 



county of Los Aqgeles and all outlying aroas In whloh our 



It Was decided' that the most equitable method of conducting 
the eraluatlori was to send a questionnaire to the target population. 
Both those who' Had a reog^i^d of previous use of our services and 
those who, aooordlng t6 our records, had never used our services 
.were contacted. A letter (Appendix I) and a Questionnaire (Appendix 
X|) -were sent o^t, along with an informational sheet on the program 
(AppendlxIII^ Also Included yf&a a postage prepaid envelope to 
enc^^^^a^e return of the questionnaire. It was decided that, 4ven 
jbTO)ugh/our services had often been used outside of our original 
/ tavf^t area, the ttine and expense Involved In surveying the city 

services- had been used would be prohibitive. Our orlgiJial target 
area geographically alone was surveyed.' *nils covered the area 
bounded By the- countl" lino' on the west, the L.A. Unified School 
District lines on tl^e bast, and north, and Mulholland Drive on the 
south (Appendix IV). * . 

f 

A total of 57^ questionnaires were sent out to the following: 

Elementary Schools 1^3 

Junlo3? High Schools . 28 , 

Senlo^t" High Schools 18 

Comm^tolty Adult Schools 7 

AltQ37natlve Schoola.^^.= 1 

Chl^dren^s Centers 15 

Continuation Schools 14^ 

Schools for the Handicapped 6 

Diagnostic Learning Centers . 1 
* Farenti-teacher Associations ^ 189 

College Departments 13 

Community Groups 139 

The Parent-Teachei" Associations recelrlng quesjblqnnalres were those 

of the elementary, Junior, and senior high schools also deceiving 

questionnaires. Th; college departments receiving questionnaires 

were those which were deemed applicable (health, nursing, women's- 

physlcal education, men's physical education) within the foUr 
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colleges within the geographical target area. 

T^e questionnaires theniselves were designed to measure: 

1« percentage of tarfi;et papulation using our servloeai^ 

2« pei^oentage of target population not using our^ 
servlo^Sf - , \ . 

3m reasons 'fox non*use of our serviced by target: 
population* . 

4, which of our services user population used and how 
frequently f 

5* ' did u^er population u^e our services more frequently 
as time progressed, less frequently, o^ consistently every year,^ 
6. If user population used services less, why was thls^ 

so; . ^ 

7* what additional needs did the target population have i 
In the area of drug Information and education. 

Validity of this questionnaire was SQmewhat assessable on the 

basis of our own records kept during the sloe yea'rs the program has 

* 

iDeen In operation relating to speaking engEtgetn&nts, newsletter 
mailing IjLsts, and use of our. films. 

On the basis of the que£itlo)?nalre replies and the measurable 
validity of the responses, we were also able to determine the 
general, overall sucoess^of the Drug Education Program, In which 
areas the program needed strengthening. In which areas the program 
was most effective, and what recommendations we could make to the 
Implementing of future, similar programs.' 

Reaults 

On the basis of a tabulation of the number of speaking 
engagements, for each month (Se|»tetnber*January) of the fall semester 
1975-76 as compared to the same time the prior year, we were able to 
see^that.^th^ number of speaking engagements had dropped dramatically. 
In our tJUalest month of the^ 197^-75 period, we covered as many appoint- 
mente as were covered In all five months' of the 1975^76 period, 

* '•t * 
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Our speaking staff wa» ua^d in ^he 1975-76 fall 8eii(e8ter dalj 
one third as niuoh fts the same, tine the previous year, and vsage 
Of our films and resouroe ma^^eric^s had also declined, but not .as' 
'parkedljr* Based pn these results we pfooeeded with the folval 
evaluation of the pxogran^^o determine why .the use of otCr servioea 

had deollned; 

; • ■ ■ . . ■ ■ 

Ve staggered the mailing' out of our questionnaires, sending 
our first rbatoh out 3 Haroh and our last batch X April. The dat«-^- 
of return requested on each was altered, if x^cessarjr, to request 
a return within 15 days of mail-out. April 15 was chosen as eur 
filial cut-off date# 

Of the 57*^ questionnaires sent, 140 were ^returned to us by 
the respondents and three were sent back to us hj the post offl^ce 
marked luideliverable. Since there was no time to do an intensive 
telephone follow-up of those who did /ot respond within the allotted 
time, we can make no presumptions about what variables might have 
effected this return rate. However, we felt « 24.ftJ< response ^ 
adequate for the purposes of this study and confined our study to 
those responses received the ar^bitrary cut-off dqj^e of 15 April. 

Although d2.9/^^'0f~>^,ese responses came back to us within the 
15 days requested on each individual letter, we could draw no other 
inferences from this since th#re were no major differences in 
responses among these and those received later than the stated 
15 days. ^ 

l!he 140 returns are broken down by percentage of response 



for each categox;^ in Table 1. 
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Tttble 1. 



Sent 

Bluentair ^ohoola 1^3 

Junior High Sohoola 28 ; 

Senior High Sohools 18 , 

OOBBunlty Adult SohoolB , . .7 

Alternative Sohoola ... 1 

Children's Centers ' ^ * 15 

Contlhtwtlon Sohoola ! 

Schools for the Bsndlospped 6 

Dlsgnostlo Learning Centej*s 1 

Psrent-Teaoher Assoolatlon^ 189 

College Departments 13 

CdBBunlty Groups <» 139 



Be turned 

13 
12 

1 

0 

6 
2 
0 
20 
6 

36 



Percent 
Hespbnse 

26.0)S 

-66.7 
1^.3 
0 

26.7 

^^2.9 . 

33.3 

0 

vlO.6 
46.2 

25.? 



Slnoe the questlonnalres'.were sent out at different tines, ' 
there does exist a oh^noe that those iriiloh were sent out earliest 
aay have ploked up borne extra returns slnply beoause there Has 
nore tlae allowed for return. .This 'does seem to be tha case for 

t 

I* 

the oopBunlty groups^ at any rate. As they were the last group 
sent out on % April, I bellere that they muld have shown a nuoh 
greater rate of return In oonparlson with the elanentary, junior 
and senior high schools had ft re' tlae elapsed. However, I do not 
feel that this seriously affects the responses. ^ 

It was necessary to weed out from the 140 returns, at this 
point, those considered not valid for the purposes of this study.. 
There were 36 such returns, or 25*7% of the total return. A 
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returned questionnaire ms oonsidsred invalid if it mis filled 
ctut Improperly (10 retiims) or the responses on the retiim were 
substantially different from what we knew to be true ^dn our 
reoords (2^ retiix^s)* The indorreot reaponaas inoludad two aohoota 
who atftted thftt they had uaed our aervioea* but who^e previous uae 
was no^ reoorded by ua» and whose commenta allowed for the strong 

, possibility that the returnees had oonf used our program with that - 
of some^ other* aimilAr agenoy*^ The ott^er 2^ inoorreot respondees 
statsd that they had never used our servloea ifhen.our records olearly 
showed that they had. Tt» implications pt. this finding will be 
discussed in the **Reoommendations*' section of this paper. Of the 
36 returns in the invalid oatesory, four said they were glad to ' 
leam of our servioas and would use them as the need arose and 
7 made speoifio requests for additional information about various 
oomponients of ont program. These' requests for information and 
use of our servioes are presently being f illfrd# 

Of the 105 valid \esponses left, 53 or $0»$% had heyer used 
any of our servioes, and $2 or '^9i$% had previously used some or 
all of our servioes. Tftble 2 shows th* breakdown of the *teever 
used your servioes" returns* Of the 53 respondents in this oategory, 
6 promised to use our servioes in the future as the need arose and 
were glad to' find out about thtfsjtrogram, and requested speoifio 
information, speakers, or to be p^H^ on our newsletter mailing list* 
These requests are being filled at p^^sent* v 

.For those who stated that they luid previously used oUr servioes, 
the^se rate of the, servioes offered is shown in numerioal form in 

.JTable 3 rated from most used servioe at the top to loast used at 
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* the bot^oMu) nils table a^Xao allows how the 3*eepoiideeft\x«ted each 
0errloe they had tiiad f xobi very goo^^^^ityr. Tifo oolUMtf ^d to 
be labeled *^oiie chewed*'. THls indicates' a situation in^whloftsa 
box was cheoked for the number of tlnea^^ serrloe waa^sed^but not 
how^^lpful that apeolflo aervloe waa$ or a box was cheeked o)^ the 
ratine -acale^ but no box Cfheoked for the oorreaponding aervloe. 

Only one reapondent had used all 7 amllable sarrloaa^.but 
ae^ezal had used 6 of them. ^ 

Many of the, respondents speolfloally stated that th^y were 
only aware of some of our serrloes, but not oth^s* This was 
espeola^ljr true among thos^ reoelvlhg the newsletter, whlob Included 
many libraries. /Host of these expressed liiberest in f Indlne^ out 
more about our bthar s^rrlces and also expi;es0>d heads ^or additional 
'information In tbe drug aarea.. - ' . ^ 

liable 4 shows how^^many sf the 52 respondents irtio had used our. 
serYlees had been usllbg them mbre, less,"^r ajbout the same each 
^succeeding year they had used the program* Among' the\^7 whp\^6d 
~' the program less, the fdlloiOhg reasons i^ere glTeni . one statec 
there was no need for auxiliary serrlces, one felt the service 
were not relevant now, "one had hearid that no BipmOtera ner^ avall-p 
lible« one had a time prol^lemt. one f^lt the direct drug p^blems 
at school were less appai^ent, and^two had gained more ji^atarlal to 
work within their schools and felt\ore competent. yC^f this same 
group,' We received 9 responses for more informatlc^ which are being 

processed now, and one respondent stat^ plMs to use ouit ser^ces 

. , :f ■ ■ " ■ . . . ■ ■ ■ 

in the future. • ' • 




/ serrioes liot relwmt for 
^ ho rea^fln ^Iven \ 





Tttble 3. 



Number 


Beroentage 


J''33 ■ 




10 


18,9 




■ '/ ' 


3 





\ 




r 



Services Aval^^ble 


Besponse 


iNone / ■ 
Checlced lOnce ' 


2-6x 




12+x _ 


Speakel^jraureau \ 




-\ 


8 , 






3 


Film XJ^brary \ 








11 


8 


5 


Newsletter \ 


t 28 


5 






6 


9 


Publications 


\ 21 


2 




6 


^ 5 


5 , 


Reference Library 




1 


3 


7 


3 


0 


Beferral Service 


\ 8 


1 


2, 


5 


0 


0 ' 


^Exhibitions 




1 


2 


5 


0 


0 







None 


Very 










Services Airallable 


Be&pons)^ 


Checked 


Good 


Good 


Ave* 


•Pair 


Poor 


Speakers Bureau 




\ ■ » 


25 


12 


2 


<l' 


0 


Fll» Library 






21 


7 


. 0 


0 


0 


Newsletter 


,28 




14' 


-8, 


2 


;0 


0 


Publications 


20 


■ 1' 


16 




1 


0 


0 


Beferenee Library 


1^ 


1 


8 


5- 


0 


0 


0 


Beferral Service 


8 


2 


4 


2 


0 


.0 


0 


exhibitions 


8 


0, 




2 


p 


0 


0 



Since 1970, 



.been iialng your serrloest 



more * 
less 

no change 
not applicable 
no response 



7. 
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To the question *!Dd you have addltionalNMeds in the area 1^ 
drug information and education?^ ire received tl-^^^lloiri^g' answort 
7 need vinore infoimat^on on available serHf es/resouroes 

drugs 

reg.uested spels^erQ 

sg^uested general natetrlal 
a8k^<|^for specif ra info ii»rfon 
expressetd a desire-Nfor ongoing i^peaking prpgraus 



1 

11 
13 
3 
2 
2 



needr^ouniseli^ and information^ on 'other 

■ ■ . ). • ■ r 




felt thejr^^ded mbr^ijarent education 
wan^ted more o^prehenslTe serrioes from us 



Some of the more interesting eommftnts written in are: 



made "^eal** many 
;ion. 



We had an excellent spea1iC:ar\ 
of the theoretical etapeot^ of drug edii^a^^ ^ 

It is a long distance to you:^ ot^fice and back to my 
school. Could films be mailed? 



Tiie speakers sometimes become heroes to the students, 

A We*re on a tight budget and need your publications, 
can -you provide 100 or more of each publication every semester? 



We*d use your services more if you 
request cards thifough the m&il. 

Thanks for being there. 



»vided us inth 



We*ve hhd excellent speakers* but also p0pr ones and 
•tao-shows*. 
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We depend on- your bulletin to keep us up-to-date. 

/ Now that we Imbw about you\we*ll make use of your 
•e^rxoe^i^ (this wtatted Many tlaes) * , . 

' dpei^rs sMiet^as nafee drue use appear glamorous • , . • 

^We are an eleaefttary school and don*t wani; to atart — 
druar InMaatlon at this age. • 

Good to know your serrioes are available. 

^ There la a real need for ^rug edueatlonXln this community 



Beconmendatlons' . N > 



/'V^ldlty of the reisponses was fdund to an Important factor 




■Vor 
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In assessing reid^ts of this survey." '^f the 26 reapohses Which 

^Mlblted nlfflnfcrmatlon (mainly* stating our services had never 

bean used when they had been), only one respondent commented. 

\ I have been administrator of this school ( ' ' 

/ only one year and ttterefore i^ct Bupe . ' 
' irtiether or not your service was Used In 

the past. " ' 

' . .■ . ■' • 

The other 25 seemed qu^te oonvinoed of the verity of th^lr mlsinfor 

matlon. The possibility dpes exli^: that It ISi perhap^," easier for 

some . Individuals to state they, have never used ttve sexrlces and 

thereby avoid responding to the rest of the questionnaire. It Is 

also possible, that some odnfuslon was created by ^referIlng to th^ 

program as the Drug Bduoatlo^ Program, lAiereas wei)iad been known 

as the Narcotics Xnformatlon Besouroe Center until Jua^ a year/ligo. 

It Is mo^e reasonable to assume that the tuxnover tunong^ idmln- 

Istratlon, especially within the sohoola, and a lack of adequate 

record-keeping by same results In a lack of knowledge/about our 

program, HCwI^var, this could have been remedied by more attention 

on our part .to pti^bLlolzlng our servloes and keeping our name 

services known to the population we are serving * 



1 

\ ' . • 

\ The high ratings of (Qur seI^rices 'diow that the decline in use 
wa^ not so much connect^ to an evaluation of our Services as irrel- 
eve^t or unsuitable, as it was simply to lack of awareness of Ddiat we 
^j^d ix^ offer. . This was TOme ou^^M^e number of requests for more 
^ijafoi^Bi^tion aboiit the pi^gmr^^S^ specifio;|^«iaterisaa^ as 

,well/^l;^^e number of Respondents Yttio stated they would be avallinig 
themselves of our^services in the future. 

On the basis of these retuitos, some recommendations for future 



similar programs can be made. 

1 . Determine specific target population* and target geographic 
areas, and STICK TO THEN. Our program^s interests are better served 
wl^en we put the time, energy, and money we expend in ser^din^out- 
side our area into making our program better known within our own 
area^ 

'2. Reassess the heeds of the target population annually, using 
suitable instruments. This is well worth the initial expense and ' 
time involved. It is also a way of keeping the agency's name before 
the public. 



by ^s 



3.^ Generate interest in the program by Issiling periodic bul- 
levins sent to Interesrted individuals and groups and everyone on the 
mailing list lAiich l^orm them of new pro;)ects in iidilch the program 
is Involved, n^ developments within 1;^e program's area of expertise, 
and '*state-of-the-pro£i:;am*' messages. A newsletter can ^aerve this 
, function. 

A. Assume not enough peoi^l^are benefiting from your services 
and take 8tei!i^ to r&aedy this by malUng your program known — no one, 
can use your seicvlces unless they know you are there. 
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APPENDIX I 



8600 FUl/TON AVENUE • VAN NUYS. CAUFORNU 01401 

78M200or 8734010 • PRESIDENT: AUCE J, THURSTON* PI1.D. M ^J^^^gY 

COLLEGE. 



DRUG Bt>U^A^H PROGRAM 

Merl« E. Flihi ipli;i>^# (Coordinator 

' \ '■ - ■ ■ ■ . 



Having been In ^operation, ilnce ?ebi;uary 1970, the Los Ati^eilCjffqL 
Valley College 'Drug Bdjicatlon Frdgram is attempting to tfssesi^-^ . 
its value and effect iswness within the conimunl^y. 



Attached 1b a list describing the. services we provide i JPlease 
review these servlcsff^^d let us know how important eitch one 
is to you by answering the questions listed on the attached 
questionnaire* ^ 

Please return' this questionnaire to us by Har^ 

thd encloBdd ata iqped jgel f-^addressed envelope*. \ 

Thank you for yput 1i^lp« 

Sificftrely yours ^ ^ 

Merle E._FlShi Pn.D. 
^^Coordinator ^ 



MPW/ds 

Enclosures (2) 
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II 



DRUG EDUCATION PROGRAM 
QUESTIONNAIRE 



1. Please check one %elow:- 



/ 1 A; We have never used the^Drug Education Program services 
because: 

we were not aware of your services 

we have no need, for auxiliary services \ 



your services 



aVe 



not relevant to our needs 



B. We have previously usei^ your services. The last 
' , time was in: 




. Summer_^^ 

1970 1971 




Springy 
1972 1^3 



Fall 



1975 



1976 



If you checked A above, please prdceed to iiuestion number 4. If ^ 
you checked please answer questions numbered 2, 3, and 4. V 



2. Please check\one box below in both cajegories for each available 
service* ^ \ \ 



SERVICES 
AVmABl£ 


HOW OP] 


[EMUBEDt 


Hflff HEUPFUL? 


never 


once 


2-6x 




12+x 


very 
good 


fiood 


.averase 


fair 


poor 


Reference Library 






















speakers* Bureau 






















Film Library 






















Referral Service 






















Newstletter 






















plications 






















Exhibitions 























Conraents on the above: 



V 
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3. Since 1970, we have been using your services: ' " 

^ore less ^ no change ■■ ^ ^ 

If less: . 

^ fto n«ed for auxiliary services 

services not relevant 

need more infOTr«at4*^ about all services offered 

other: , 



ERIC 
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APPENDIX IIX 



tiOa ANQELB3 VALLEY C nT.T.P!P,w! ttbi jg EDUCATION PROGRiM 



Phone: (213) <781;^66 
THE CENTER IS ^LEk£^70 



7 Hours: K-F, 8:00 a.m. -4:30 p 



The Drug Education Program, Seated on the Lob Angeles Valley College 
Cainpud, i& « complete drugi education and information center serving 
the San Fernando Valley comnunlty; The Program is a unique operation 
\^CfL Acts as a central communl-t^ ri^ource agency and drug information 
clearlne^ouBcr; uaiatixig community organizations, schools, and indiv- 
iduals In the task of drug abuse nrevention and education . 



/ 



SERVICES AVAXUUBLB 

Reference Library - A full reference library of books, paatphleti 
articles, doumals and brochures relating to drugs is metlntalne< 
the Program's offices. These materials, also available on a Ipf 
basis, cover all aspects of drug use and abuse, Ini^uding rela1 
legislation and law enforcement) social, economic, legal, phaniiaco- 
loiical, medical and psytOiiatric Infoimation. The materials 
widely used by students preparing research papers as well as /teaOhers^ 
and Interested IndlvLduals. 




Speakers gareau - One of the main focuses of the Program is/ the 
speakers mireau staffed XlV fozuer'ttnig users, para-prof es's^nal 
counseloFAVrtio have been trained to xelate, their experlentites and the 
problems cSuBedri»% tlzif&jftbuse ^^^mohers and students, community 
organizations^ Ohurch eind 6^€t?^i^nvtfB'tm are 
available on an ongoing as 'well as a one-call basis*. 



\ 



1 



./ 



JFllm Library 16 mm motion pictures on drug abuse education as well' 
35 nm sound filmstrips may be borrowed without charge for showing 
to school and community groups. AsJie for up-to-date list of titles. 

Referral Service - A list of current substance abuse and related aid 
agencies In t^e San Fernando Valley is upfiatod three times a year 
and made available at the Program's officlss. ^ - 

Newsletter - The Drug Education Program publishes a Newsletter 
reporting the latest developments in the community relating to drug 
abuse problems and education \^ch is available free on request. 

Publications - Brochures, pamphlets,, ^oumali^, reprints, charts, 
posters » and other printed ttaterials are available^ In bulk for 
distribution to schools, fraternal and civic organizations, business 
groups and churches. 

gjdilblts - The Program makes available excellent charts, posters, and 
dioramas as well as publications for exhibits and displays and will 
also set up and maintain drug Infoxmation booths on request. 



4. 



Q Located In Bungalow 35 on the Los Angeles Valley College campus, 5600 
ERIC Pulton Avenue, Van Nuys, California 91401. gi 



